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After the district court denied Defendant-Appellant William Jones’s motion to

suppress evidence found during a search of his apartment pursuant to a search
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warrant, Jones conditionally pled guilty to two counts of possession of cocaine and
cocaine base with intent to distribute. Jones appeals the district court’s denial of his
motion to suppress, arguing that the search warrant was not supported by probable
cause and the exception for good faith, reasonable reliance on a facially valid search
warrant does not apply. See United States v. Leon, 468 U.S. 897 (1984). We have
jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1291, and we affirm.

Because the parties are familiar with the facts, we recite here only those facts
necessary to explain our decision.

I. STANDARD OF REVIEW

The district court’s denial of the motion to suppress is reviewed de novo.
United States v. Wright, 215 F.3d 1020, 1025 (9th Cir. 2000). The issuance of the
search warrant is reviewed for clear error. /d.

II. DISCUSSION

Defendant argues that the affidavit does not support a finding of probable cause
because the informants’ reliability and veracity were not established, the surveillance
observations are not sufficient corroboration, the information was stale, and the
affidavit did not connect the evidence sought with the places to be searched.
Defendant artificially parses the affidavit and argues that each portion is insufficient.

However, probable cause analysis is not a mechanical, multi-pronged test; it is a



practical, commonsense determination. [l/inois v. Gates, 462 U.S. 213, 230-40
(1983). The issuing judge’s determination must be upheld if, under the totality of the
circumstances, he had a substantial basis to conclude that the search would uncover
evidence of wrongdoing. /d. at 238. The information set forth in the search warrant
affidavit provides ample information to give the issuing judge a substantial basis to
conclude that the search was likely to uncover evidence of drug trafficking.

An anonymous tip alone is not sufficient to support probable cause. United
States v. Mendonsa, 989 F.2d 366 (9th Cir. 1993). However, here the affidavit states
that important details relating to Jones’s illegal activities, such as his nickname and
cellular telephone number, were corroborated. —Moreover, the surveillance
observations alone would be sufficient to establish probable cause. The affidavit
states that police observed discreet, hand-to-hand transactions of small objects that
were consistent with drug transactions. These statements provide direct and specific
information suggesting that Jones was engaging in illegal behavior. The information
in the affidavit was not stale, in fact much of it was quite recent.

___ Defendant argues that the affidavit did not provide sufficient information to
establish that evidence likely would be found at the locations searched. The affidavit
documents that the apartment where the evidence was seized was one of Jones’s

residences. We have previously noted that “in the case of drug dealers, evidence is



likely to be found where the dealers live.” United States v. Gil, 58 F.3d 1414, 1418-
19 (9th Cir. 1995) (internal quotation marks omitted); United States v. Angulo-Lopez,
791 F.2d 1394, 1399 (9th Cir. 1986). _

_____Because we find that the search warrant was supported by probable cause, we
do not address whether the exception for good faith, reasonable reliance on a facially
valid search warrant applies under Leon, 468 U.S. at 897.

III. CONCLUSION

______The affidavit supporting the search warrant provides sufficient evidence of
wrongdoing to support a finding of probable cause. Therefore, the decision of the

district court is AFFIRMED.
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